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Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 April 2008 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 11-23 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 11-23 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 11-13 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Normann et al. (U.S. 6,828,905 82) in view of Brambilla et al. (U.S. 
6,758,495 B2). Normann discloses a method and system for protecting a vehicle 
occupant in the occurrence of a potentially dangerous situation comprising: 

A pressure sensor for continuously monitoring the pressure of at least one tire 
and an analysis unit for analyzing the pressure of the at least one tire to determine 
whether a value of a loss of the pressure of the at least one tire exceeds a threshold 
value, wherein exceeding the threshold value corresponds to a sudden pressure loss 
occurring in a tire blowout (Col. 8, Lines 14-62), wherein Normann further notes that a 
dangerous situation may occur when the sudden pressure loss occurs in a vehicle while 
the vehicle is being driven (Col. 1 , Lines 50-52). 

Normann doesn't specifically disclose triggering activation of at least one system 
that is assigned to a seat of the vehicle occupant and is configured to be reversibly 
activated, if the value of the loss of the tire pressure of at least one tire exceeds a 
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threshold value, wherein exceeding of the threshold value corresponds to a sudden 
pressure loss occurring in a tire blowout. 

Nevertheless, it is known to protect drivers to protect drivers from potentially 
dangerous situations by reversibly tensioning seat belts. Brambilla discloses triggering 
activation of at least one system that is assigned to a seat of the vehicle occupant and 
is configured to be reversibly activated in the event of a dangerous situation (Abstract, 
Col. 5, Lines 44-60), wherein the pretensioner is reversible once the dangerous 
situation has ended (Col. 6, Line 60 to Col. 7, Lines 1-6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Normann to include a triggering control unit for 
triggering activation of the at least one system that is assigned to the seat of the vehicle 
occupant and is configured to be reversibly activated, if the value of the loss of the tire 
pressure of the at least one tire exceeds the threshold value, wherein exceeding of the 
threshold value corresponds to a sudden pressure loss occurring in a tire blowout, in 
view of the teachings of Brambilla, so as to better protect occupants in the event that a 
dangerous driving condition due to a sudden tire pressure loss occurs, thereby reducing 
the possibility of injury. 

With respect to claims 12 and 18, Normann as modified in view of Brambilla, as 
discussed above, further teaches that the triggering control unit activates a tensioning 
mechanism of a reversible belt tensioning system. 

3. Claims 13-16 and 19-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
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unpatentable over Normann et al. (U.S. 6,828,905 B2) as modified in view of Brambilla 
et al. (U.S. 6,758,495 B2) as applied to claims 11-12 and 17-18 above, and further in 
view of Stopczynski (U.S. 6,51 9,51 9 B1 ). The combination of Normann as modified in 
view of Brambilla does not specifically further teach a crash evaluation circuit, wherein a 
signal indicating the exceeding of the threshold value is sent to the crash evaluation 
circuit for use as a parameter indicating an existence of imminent possibility of an 
accident. Nevertheless, the use of crash evaluation circuits is old and well known to 
use a crash evaluation circuit and an indication of tire pressure as a parameter 
indicating an existence of imminent possibility of an accident. Stopczynski discloses the 
use of a sensor complex (Element 18) that detects tire pressure as a parameter 
indicating an existence of imminent possibility of an accident using a threat assessor 
(Element 16), wherein the threat assessor (Element 16), the threat assessor and/or in 
combination with the sensor complex (Element 18), may be broadly interpreted as a 
crash evaluation circuit, and further discloses adjusting triggering thresholds (Col. 5, 
Lines 25-31), for vehicular safety devices including belt tensioner that is reversibly 
actuated. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have further modified Normann as modified in view of Brambilla, 
such that a crash evaluation circuit was utilized, wherein a signal indicating the 
exceeding of the threshold value is sent to the crash evaluation circuit for use as a 
parameter indicating an existence of imminent possibility of an accident, in view of 
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Stopczynski, so improve the safety of the vehicle by using other parameters in addition 
to simply the tire pressure, so that additional factors may be used in determining the 
safety of vehicle occupants, thereby improving the analysis of a potential impact, so as 
to better protect the occupants. 

Regarding claim 13, Normann as modified in view of Brambilla and as further 
modified by Stopczynski teaches a method wherein if activation of the system is 
triggered, an existence of an imminent possibility of an accident is assumed and an 
appropriate information is transmitted to at least one triggering unit for adjusting a 
triggering threshold for triggering at least one restraint device. 

With respect to claim 14, Normann as modified in view of Brambilla and further 
modified by Stopczynski teaches a method wherein if activation of the system is 
triggered, an existence of an imminent possibility of an accident is assumed and an 
appropriate information is transmitted to at least one triggering unit for adjusting a 
triggering threshold for triggering at least one restraint device. 

As to claims 15 and 16, Normann as modified in view of Brambilla and as further 
modified by Stopczynski teaches a method wherein the appropriate information is fed 
into a vehicle information network and is made available to a plurality of triggering units 
for adjusting at least one of parameters and triggering thresholds for triggering a 
plurality of restraint devices. 

With respect to claim 20, Normann as modified in view of Brambilla and as 
further modified by Stopczynski, teaches the system above further comprising a crash 
evaluation circuit, wherein a signal indicating the exceeding of the threshold value is 
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sent to the crash evaluation circuit for use as a parameter indicating an existence of 
imminent possibility of an accident. 

Regarding claim 21, Normann as modified in view of Brambilla and further 
modified by Stopczynski, teaches the system above further comprising a signal 
indicating the exceeding of the threshold value is fed into a vehicle information network. 

With respect to claims 22 and 23, Normann as modified in view of Brambilla and 
further modified by Stopczynski, teaches the system above wherein a signal indicating 
the exceeding of the threshold value is fed into a vehicle information network. 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant's arguments filed 4/1 8/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. With respect applicant's arguments the applicant should note that 
applicant's arguments appear to only argue against the references individually and do 
not properly argue that the combination itself is non-obvious. In response to applicant's 
arguments against the references individually, the applicant should note that one cannot 
show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are 
based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 
(CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). The 
applicant's argument with respect to both: (A) the combination of Normann et al. (U.S. 
6,828,905 82) as modified in view of Brambilla et al. (U.S. 6,758,495 B2), as to the 
rejection of claims 11-13 and 17-18 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) and (B) the rejection of 
claims 13-16 and 19-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Normann et al. (U.S. 6,828,905 B2) as modified in view of Brambilla et al. (U.S. 
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6,758,495 B2) as applied to claims 11-12 and 17-18 above, and further in view of 
Stopczynski (U.S. 6,51 9,51 9 B1 ), appears to center around the fact that Brambilla does 
not specifically discuss activating a safety device based on the occurrence of a sudden 
loss of tire pressure. This argument is not persuasive because Brambilla teaches the 
activation of at least one system that is assigned to a seat of the vehicle occupant and 
is configured to be reversibly activated in the event of a dangerous situation (Abstract, 
Col. 5, Lines 44-60), wherein the pretensioner is reversible once the dangerous 
situation has ended (Col. 6, Line 60 to Col. 7, Lines 1-6), and in the rejections is being 
primarily relied on to teach that in the case of a dangerous situation it is known to trigger 
the activation of at least one system that is assigned to a seat of the vehicle occupant 
and is configured to be reversibly activated. Here, the combination is being made on 
the basis that Normann teaches that a dangerous situation happens when a sudden 
pressure loss occurs (Col. 1 , Lines 50-52 and Col. 8, Lines 14-62), and in view of the 
teachings of Brambilla, it is known to protect the occupants in the event of a known 
dangerous situation by activating at least one system that is assigned to a seat of the 
vehicle occupant, which is configured to be reversibly activated. Accordingly, the 
outcome of the combination is predictable and also a clear motivation / reason for 
making the combination exists (i.e. to better protect vehicle occupants) and as such the 
claims are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), as obvious. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph Rocca whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5191 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM to 5:00 PM, Monday through 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Ellis can be reached on 571-272-6914. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christopher P Ellis/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3618 

/Joseph Rocca/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3616 
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